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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-19 have been examined and are pending. 



Claim Objections 

Claim 1 7 Is objected to because of the following informalities: The claim word 
"ececute" is assumed to be a misspelled version of the word "execute." Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



1 . Claims 17, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. A computer program, without 
residing on computer readable media and without executing on a computer is non- 
statutory. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the . 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
. obviousness or nonobviousness. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 3, 6, 9, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over US 2002/0075514 A1 (Wright et al.), and further in view of US 

2002/0180803 Al (Kaplan et al.). 

As to Claim 1, Wright et al. teach an electronic apparatus comprising: 

a file I/O unit which inputs and outputs a file (Wright et al. - Figure 2, the Paper 

gateway is a file I/O unit); and 

a file storage unit which stores a file (Wright et al. - Page 1 , Figure 2, the 

Document Repositories are file storage units); and 
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a processing unit wliich stores the file input from the file I/O unit into the file 
storage unit in conformity with a predefined processing rule (Wright, et al. - Page 9, 
paragraph 0098 recites the paper gateway storing data in accordance with instructions 
for processing and storage of document images. Said instructions are rules). 

Wright et al. do not teach, but Kaplan et al. teach .an additional processing 
Instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined additional 
processing corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional processing 
is determined (Kaplan et al. - page 2, paragraph 6 recites the client's ability to configure 
automatic playback which is an Instruction for additional processing). 

it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine an additional processing Instruction unit which forces 
the processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing corresponding to a file 
type when an instruction of the additional processing is determined taught by Kaplan et 
al., with the file I/O, storage and conformity to processing rules taught by Wrighte et al. 

One of ordinary skill In the art at the time the invention was niade would have 
been motivated to provide a means to allow a user to automatically execute media files 
without additional intervention (Kaplan et al. - Page 2, paragraph 0006). 

As to Claim 2, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 1 , 
and teaches wherein the file I/O unit inputs a file from a medium connected directly or 
via an adaptor to a medium connection port of the apparatus (Kaplan et al. - Page 2, 
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paragraph 0006 recites the inputting of a file via removable media being inserted into a 
host apparatus' qonnection port). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the inputting of files via a connection port taught by 
Kaplan et al., with the file I/O, storage and conformity to processing and additional 
processing instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined 
additional processing con'esponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional 
processing is determined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow a user to input files into a host via a connection port (Kaplan et 
al. - Page 2, paragraph 0006). 

As to Claim 3, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 1 , 
and teaches wherein the file I/O unit inputs an image file or a music file (Kaplan, Figure 
1 recites the use of image and music files). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the use of music and image files taught by Kaplan et 
al., with the file I/O, storage and conformity to processing and additional processing 
instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined additional 
processing corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional processing 
is determined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to provide, among other auto-executable files, the use of image and 
sound files for user enjoyment (Kaplan et al. - Page 1 , paragraph 0002). 

As to Claim 6, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 1 , 
and teaches wherein the processing unit divides inside of the domains of the file storage 
unit corresponding to the file types into dated domains based on date infonnation of the 
input files to store the input files (Wright, et al. - Page 8, paragraph 0090 recites the 
image index database storing image files according to fields, including indexed 
document name, into the image repository; Page 8, paragraph 0087 further defines the 
Image repository to contain directories and sub-directories storing the image file type). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine processing unit dividing inside of the domains of the file 
storage unit corresponding to the file types into dated domains based on date 
information of the input files to store the input files taught by Wright et al., with the file 
I/O, storage and conformity to processing and additional processing instruction unit 
which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing 
corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional processing is 
determined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow the user to hone in on date information. 
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As to Claim 9, the combination of Wriglit et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 7, 
and teaches wherein the electronic apparatus is a server (Wright et al. - Page 11, 
paragraph 01 18 recites the use of a server; Kaplan, Figure 10, item 158 also indicates 
the use of a server), and 

wherein the additional processing instruction unit recognizes and handles an 
instruction of additional processing from manipulation of a switch disposed on the 
apparatus (Kaplan et al. - Pages 1 and 2. paragraph 5 recite the multimedia 
management system's ability to provide user configurable playback). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the server taught by Wright et al. and the additional 
processing instmction unit that recognizes and handles an instruction of additional 
processing from manipulation of a switch disposed on the apparatus taught by Kaplan 
et al., with the file I/O, file naming, storage segregated by date, and confomnity to 
processing and additional processing instruction unit which forces the processing unit to 
execute a predefined additional processing corresponding to a file type when an 
instruction of the additional processing is determined taught by the combination of 
Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to use a server to facilitate connection of many devices, and would have 
been motivated to allow the user to detemiine whether or not to automatically play or 
print the musfc or image files since automatically playing or printing may not be a 
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desired action as resources would be wasted on printing images the user does not want 
to be printed. 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for the additional processing 
instruction unit recognizes and handles an instruction of additional processing from 
manipulation of a switch disposed on the apparatus are the same as in claim 1. 

As to Claim 14, Wright et al. teach a processing method (Wright et al. - Page 13, 
paragraph 0145 recites a method) comprising: 

a file input step of inputting a file (Wright et al. - Figure 2, the Paper gateway is a 
file I/O unit); and 

a file storage step of storing the input file into the file storage unit in conformity 
with a predefined processing rule corresponding to a file type (Wright, et al. - Page 9, 
paragraph 0098 recites the paper gateway storing files in accordance with Instructions 
for processing and storage of document images. Said instructions are rules). 

Wright et al. do not teach, but Kaplan et al. teach an additional processing step 
of, when the instruction of the additional processing is detennined, effecting on the input 
file predefined additional processing con^esponding to the file type (Kaplan et al. - page 
2, paragraph 6 recites the client's ability to configure automatic playback which is an 
instruction for additional processing). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine an additional processing step of, when the instruction of 
the additional processing is determined, effecting on the input file predefined additional 



Application/Control Number: 10/787,153 Page 9 

Art Unit: 4121 

processing corresponding to the file type taugtit by Kaplan et al., with the file input, 
storage and confomnity to processing rules taught by Wright et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to provide a means to allow a user to automatically execute media files 
without additional intervention (Kaplan et al. - Page 2, paragraph 0006). 

As to Claim 17, Wright et al. teach a program operable to cause a computer to 
execute (Wright et al. - Page 15, claim 55 recites a program): 

a file input step of Inputting a file (Wright et al. - Figure 2, the Paper gateway is a 
file I/O unit); 

a file storage step of storing the input file into the file storage unit in confomnity 
with a predefined processing rule corresponding to a file type (Wright, et al. - Page 9, 
paragraph 0098 recites the paper gateway storing files in accordance with Instructions 
for processing and storage of document images. Said instructions are rules). 

Wright et al. do not teach, but Kaplan et al. teach an additional processing step 
of, when the instruction of the additional processing is detemnined, effecting on the input 
file predefined additional processing corresponding to the file type (Kaplan et al. - page 
2, paragraph 6 recites the client's ability to configure automatic playback which is an 
instruction for additional processing). 
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The motivation and obviousness arguments for Kaplan et al. are the same as in 
claim 14. 

3. Claims 7. 8, 10, 12, 13. 15 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of US 2002/0075514 Al (Wright et al.) and US 
2002/0180803 Al (Kaplan et a!.), and further in view of US 6,965,770 B2 (Walsh et al.). 

As to Claim 7, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 1, 
and teaches wherein the processing unit generates a file name for each of the input files 
(Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on 
date and serial number), and 

divides inside of the domains of the file storage unit corresponding to file types 
into dated domains based on date infonnation of the input files (Wright, et al. - Page 8, 
paragraph 0090 recites the image index database storing image files according to fields, 
including indexed document name, into the Image repository; Page 8, paragraph 0087 
further defines the image repository to contain directories and sub-directories storing the 
Image file type; Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on 
date and serial number; Pages 9 and 10, paragraph 0104 recites storing according to 
user defined database filing instructions ), and 

stores the input files by date with the file names imparted thereto (Wright et al. - 
Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial 
number). 
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The combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teach, but Walsh et 
al. teach sorts the Input files by date with the file names imparted thereto (Walsh et al. - 
Column 5, lines 41-42 recite sorting files based on type including title, which when 
combined with Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. is detemiined to be filename since the file 
names are based on date and serial number; Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 
recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine fine name generation, domain segregation based on 
date, and sorting and storing files into said domains taught by Wright et al., with the file 
I/O, storage and conformity to processing and additional processing instruction unit 
which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing 
corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional processing is 
detenfnined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to define separate storage areas based on user-defined criteria, and 
allow storage of associated files to reside in said areas to assist the user in creating a 
collection of like files. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the file sorting by name and date taught by Walsh et al., 
with the file I/O, storage and confomnity to processing and additional processing 
instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined additional 
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processing corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional processing 
is determined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow the user to sort files for efficiency of storage and retrieval 
(Walsh et al. - Column 5, lines 40-49). 

As to Claim 8, the combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 
teaches claim 7, and teaches wherein the processing unit generates file names with 
serial numbers added to the date information of the input files (Page 6, paragraph 0072 
recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number), and 

divides Inside of the domains of the file storage unit corresponding to file types 
into dated domains (Wright, et al. - Page 8, paragraph 0090 recites the image index 
database storing image files according to fields, including indexed document name, into 
the image repository; Page 8, paragraph 0087 further defines the image repository to 
contain directories and sub-directories storing the image file type; Page 6, paragraph 
0072 recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number; Pages 9 and 
10, paragraph 0104 recites storing according to user defined database filing 
instructions), and 

sorts (Walsh et al. - Column 5, lines 41-42 recite sorting files based on type 
including title, which when combined with Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. is detemiined 
to be filename since the file names are based on date and serial number; Wright et al. - 
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Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial 
number) and 

stores the Input files by date with the file names imparted thereto (Page 6, 
paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the filename creation based on date and serial number 
taught by Wright et al., with the file I/O, file naming, sorting, storage segregated by date, 
and conformity to processing and additional processing instruction unit which forces the 
processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing corresponding to a file 
type when an instruction of the additional processing is determined taught by the 
combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow the user to associate file names with their associated date of 
import or capture to assist in determining date of importation of the files. 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for sorting are the same as in claim 

7. 

As to Claim 10, the combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 
teaches claim 7, and teaches wherein the electronic apparatus is a server (Wright et ai. 
- Page 11, paragraph 0118 recites the use of a server; Kaplan, Figure 10, item 158 also 
indicates the use of a server), and 
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wherein the additional processing instruction unit recognizes and handles an 
instruction of additional processing from the client (Kaplan et al. - page 2, paragraph 6 
recites the client's ability to configure automatic playback which is an instruction for 
additional processing). 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for the additional processing 
instruction unit recognizes and handles an instmction of additional processing from the 
client are the same as in claim 1 . 

As to Claim 12, the combination of Wright et a!., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 
teaches claim 7, and teaches wherein the electronic apparatus is a server (Wright et al. 
- Page 11, paragraph 0118 recites the use of a server; Kaplan, Figure 10, item 158 also 
indicates the use of a server), and 

wherein when the input file is a music file, the additional processing instruction 
unit forces the processing unit to play back music by the client (Kaplan et al. - Page 2, 
paragraph 0006 recites the automatic playback of multimedia files, which include music 
files, when removable media is inserted into a reading device; the additional processing 
unit being the media management system). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of when the input filg is a music file, the 
additional processing instruction unit forces the processing unit to play back music by 
the client taught by Kaplan et al., with the file I/O, file naming, sorting, storage 
segregated by date, and conformity to processing and additional processing instruction 
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unit which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing 
corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional processing is 
determined taught by the combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow the system to automatically play music files based on the user's 
preference of whether or not to have to perform any additional functions or operations 
(Kaplan et al. - Page 2, paragraph 0006), 

As to Claim 13, the combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 
teaches claim 7, and teaches wherein the electronic apparatus is a server (Wright et al. 
- Page 1 1 , paragraph 011 8 recites the use of a server; Kaplan, Figure 10, item 158 also 
indicates the use of a server); and . 

wherein when the input file is a music file, the additional processing instruction 
unit forces the processing unit to generate a play list and send it with the music file to a 
music electronic apparatus (Walsh et al. - Column 14, Lines 39-49 recite the automatic 
creation of a play list and sending the list to a scheduler which controls a speaker). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of when the input file is a music file, the 
additional processing instrucfion unit forces the processing unit to generate a play list 
and send it with the music file to a music electronic apparatus taught by Walsh et al., 
with the file I/O, file naming, storage segregated by date, and conformity to processing 
and additional processing instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a 
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predefined additional processing corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the 
additional processing is determined taught by the combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et 
• al. and Walsh et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow the user to prioritize the music to be played into a list (Walsh et 
al. - Column 14, Lines 41-43). 

As to Claim 15, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 
14, and teaches wherein the file storage step includes generating a file name for each 
of the input files (Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file 
name based on date and serial number), and 

dividing inside of domains of the file storage unit corresponding to file types into 
dated domains based on date information of the input files (Wright, et al. - Page 8, 
paragraph 0090 recites the image index database storing image files according to fields, 
including indexed document name, Into the image repository; Page 8, paragraph 0087 
further defines the image repository to contain directories and sub-directories storing the 
image file type; Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on 
date and serial number; Pages 9 and 10, paragraph 0104 recites storing according to 
user defined database filing instructions), and 

storing the input files by date with the file names imparted thereto (Page 6, 
paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number). 
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The combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teach, but Walsh et 
al. teach sorts the Input files by date with the file names imparted thereto (Walsh et al. - 
Column 5, lines 41-42 recite sorting files based on type including title, which when 
combined with Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. is determined to be filename since the file 
names are based on date and serial number; Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 
recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number). 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for sorting are the same as in claim 

7. 

As to Claim 18, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 
17, and teaches wherein the file storage step includes generating a file name for each 
of the input files (Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file 
name based on date and serial number), and 

dividing inside of domains of the file storage unit con-esponding to file types into 
dated domains based on date infomnation of the input files (Wright, et al. - Page 8, 
paragraph 0090 recites the image index database storing image files according to fields, 
including indexed document name, into the image repository; Page 8, paragraph 0087 
further defines the image repository to contain directories and sub-directories storing the 
image file type; Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on 
date and serial number; Pages 9 and 10, paragraph 0104 recites storing according to 
user defined database filing instructions), and 



Application/Control Number: 10/787,153 Page 18 

Art Unit: 4121 

storing the input files by date witli the file names imparted thereto (Wright et al. - 
Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial 
number). 

The combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teach, but Walsh et 
al. teach sorts the input files by date with the file names imparted thereto (Walsh et al. - 
Column 5, lines 41-42 recite sorting files based on type including title, which when 
combined with Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. is detemnined to be filename since the file 
names are based on date and serial number; Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 
recites the creation of a file name based on date and serial number). 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for sorting are the same as in claim 

7. 

4. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of US 2002/0075514 Al (Wright et al.) and US 2002/0180803 Al (Kaplan 
et al.). as applied to claim 1 above, and in further view of US 2003/0018746 Al 
(Boesch). 

As to Claim 4. the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 1 . 
The combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teach, but Boesch teaches 
wherein the processing unit stores the input file in a domain of the file storage unit 
corresponding to each file type (Boesch, Page 2, paragraph 0023 recites storing a file 
according to file type). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/787, 1 53 Page 1 9 

Art Unit: 4121 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
Invention was made to combine the storage of input files In a domain of the file storage 
unit corresponding to each file type taught by Boesch, with the file I/O, storage and 
conformity to processing and additional processing Instruction unit which forces the 
processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing corresponding to a file 
type when an instruction of the additional processing is determined taught by the 
combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill In the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to provide a user to store and select files according to a file type 
(Boesch, Page 2, paragraph 0023). 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of US 2002/0075514 A1 (Wright et al.) and US 2002/0180803 Al (Kaplan 
et al.), as applied to claim 1 above, and in further view of US 2003/0018746 Al 
(Boesch) and non-patent literature from Microsoft Including the Windows XP 
Professional operating system (Microsoft). 

As to Claim 5, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 1, 
and teaches wherein the processing unit generates a file name for each of the input 
files, (Wright et al. - Page 6, paragraph 0072 recites the creation of a file name based 
on date and serial number). 
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The combination of Wriglit et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teacti, but l\/licrosoft 
teaclies stores the input files with file names imparted to domains (Microsoft, files are 
stored in domains such as "My Music" and "My Pictures"). 

The combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teach, but Boesch 
teaches of the file storage unit corresponding to the file types (Boesch, Page 2, 
paragraph 0023 recites storing a file according to file type). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine storing the input files with file names imparted to 
domains taught by Microsoft, with the file I/O, storage and confomiity to processing and 
additional processing instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a 
predefined additional processing corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the 
additional processing is determined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and 
Kaplan et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to provide a user with the ability to create domains based on file type for 
convenience of access and grouping purposes. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the file storage unit con-esponding to the file types 
taught by Boesch, with the file I/O. storage and confomiity to processing and additional 
processing instruction unit which forces the processing unit to execute a predefined 
additional processing corresponding to a file type when an instruction of the additional 
processing is determined taught by the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to provide a user to store and select files according to a file type 
(Boesch, Page 2, paragraph 0023). 

6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of US 2002/0075514 A1 (Wright et a!.), US 2002/0180803 A1 (Kaplan et 
al.) and US 6,965,770 B2 (Walsh et al.), as applied to claim 7 above, and in further view 
of US 6,831 ,754 B1 (Delaney). 

As to Claim 1 1, the combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 
teaches claim 7, and teaches wherein the electronic apparatus is a server (Wright et al. 
- Page 11, paragraph 01 18 recites the use of a server; Kaplan, Figure 10, item 158 also 
indicates the use of a server). 

The combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. does not teach, 
but Delaney teaches wherein when the input file is an image file, the additional 
processing instruction unit forces the processing unit to print out by the printer (Delaney, 
Column 5, Lines 5-9 recite images files being automatically printed when received). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the method of when the input file is an image file, the 
additional processing instruction unit forces the processing unit to print out by the printer 
taught by Delaney, with the file I/O, file naming, storage segregated by date, and 
conformity to processing and additional processing instruction unit which forces the 
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processing unit to execute a predefined additional processing corresponding to a file 
type when an instruction of the additional processing is detenmined taught by the 
combination of Wright et al., Kaplan et al. and Walsh et al. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to allow the system to automatically print images based on the user's 
preference (Delaney, Column 5, lines 5-9). 

7. Claims 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of US 2002/0075514 Al (Wright et al.) and US 2002/0180803 Al 
(Kaplan et al.), as applied to claims 14 and 17 respectively, and in further view of US 
6,831 ,754 B1 (Delaney). 

As to Claim 16, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 
14, and teaches wherein the electronic apparatus is a server (Wright et al. - Page 1 1 , 
paragraph 0118 recites the use of a server; Kaplan, Figure 10, item 158 also indicates 
the use of a server), and 

wherein the additional processing step includes, when the input file is an image 
file, forcing a printer connected to the server to print out (Delaney, Column 5, Lines 5-9 
recite images files being automatically printed when received), and 

wherein the additional processing step includes, when the input file is a music 
file, forcing a client connected to the server to play back music (Kaplan et al. - Page 2, 
paragraph 0006 recites the automatic playback of multimedia files, which include music 
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files, wlien removable media is inserted into a reading device; the additional processing 
unit being the media management system). 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for Delaney are the same as in claim 

11. 

As to Claim 19, the combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. teaches claim 
17, and teaches wherein the additional processing step includes, when the input file is a 
music file, forcing a client connected to the server to play back music (Kaplan et al. - 
Page 2, paragraph 0006 recites the automatic playback of multimedia files, which 
include music files, when removable media is inserted into a reading device; the 
additional processing unit being the media management system). 

The combination of Wright et al. and Kaplan et al. does not teach, but Delaney 
teaches wherein the additional processing step includes, when the input file is an image 
file, forcing a printer connected to the server to print out (Delaney, Column 5, Lines 5-9 
recite images files being automatically printed when received). 

The motivation and obviousness arguments for Delaney are the same as in claim 

11. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. These include: 

• US 2002/011 6476 A1 - Streaming Media Search and Playback System 

• US 2003/01 10503 A1 - System. Method and Computer Program Product 
for Presenting Media to a User in a Media On Demand Framework 

• US 7,281 ,034 B1 - System and Method for Media Playback Over a 
Network Using Links That Contain Certain Control Signals and 
Commands 

• US 6,192,165 B1 - Apparatus and Method for Digital Filing 

• US 5,706,457 - Image Display and Archiving System and Method 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard G. Keehn whose telephone number is 571-270- 
5007. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:30am - 
6:00pnri EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Taghi Arani can be reached on 571-272-3787. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiatidn for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomriation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




RGK 

10/23/2007 
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